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This  srcicle  was  published  in  the  open  press  end  not  in  e 
restricted  journal.  As  one  would  expect,  therefore,  its  elaa 
is  clearly  political  and  propagandist Ic .  It  does  not  contain 
any  genuine  discussion  or  thesis  about  military  laatters.  Its 
chief  significance  lies  in  the  use  of  the  term  "pre-emptive" 
(uprezhdaloshchii) .  This  is  the  first  time,  as  far  as  the 
translator  is  aware,  that  this  word  nas  appeared  in  the  open 
Soviet  press,  though  it  has  appeared  several  times  in  Hilitary 
Thought.  In  that  restricted  journal  the  tern  has  been  found 
only  once  in  association  with  the  word  "preventive"  (prevent ivnyi) , 
and  then  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  clear  distinction  between 
preventive  and  pre-emptive  war.  In  the  present  Red  Star  article, 
however,  the  two  siords  are  used  interchangeably  and  both  kinds 
of  war  are  condemned  as  "means  of  attack  and  of  unleashing 
war  ...  incompatible  with  the  peaceful  policy  of  the  Soviet 
state,  and  ...  with  socialist  ideology." 

On  the  face  of  it  the  article  is  useless  as  a  source  of 
information  about  actual  Soviet  military  calculations .  It  is 
a  polemical  production.  But  the  mere  fact  that  the  tarma 
"preventive"  and  "pre-emptive"  are  both  used,  where  one  would 
have  been  sufficient  for  the  writer's  purpose  (since  he 
Implies  they  mean  about  the  same  thing) ,  indicates  that  the 
writer,  a  general, 


was  v#ell  aware  of  the  distinction 
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nonMlly  wid«  b«tw««n  ch«  c«nM,  i.«. ,  «  pr«¥Mitiv«  wir  i«  one 
initlotod  CO  forottalL  «  eoM%fh«c  reowce  threat ,  at  a  clAt  and 
place  of  the  Inlelator'a  chooaing,  a  pre-eapciv«  war  is  one 
Initlacad  to  forestall  an  laaiinant  threat  upon  receipt  of 
unequivocal  warning. 

That  the  writer  t#aa  aware  of  this  distinction  may  be 
deduced  also  froe  his  crcataent  of  my  article  in  Foreign  Affairs. 
He  vigorously  denies  the  article's  conclusion  that  "since  1935 
the  strategy  of  pre-esiptive  war,  i.e.,  dealing  the  first  blow 
against  the  opponent,  has  been  officially  adopted  in  the 
Soviet  Union."  He  hisuelf  has  equated  "pre-emptive"  with 
"preventive"  for  the  purposes  of  propaganda,  and  he  positively 
denies  that  chit  kind  of  war,  war  by  surprise,  is  being 
planned  by  the  Soviet  Union.  He  tries  to  demonstrate  by 
quotations  that  the  U.S.  la  planning  to  "unleash"  a  war  by 
surprise.  He  completely  ignores  the  fact  that  the  Foreign 
Affairs  article  quoted  a  Soviet  diaclatsier  of  any  intention 
to  undertake  preventive  war,  and  he  does  not  mention  my 
Judgment  that  this  diaclaiswr  may  well  have  been  sincere,  at 
least  in  currant  conditions. 

Genar*  Xuraaov,  chan,  achieved  hia  propaganda  purpose, 
not  by  falsification  of  the  material  he  quotes,  but  by 
skillful  a«. .action  and  omiaaion.  In  spite  of  his  attegiq>t  to 
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obfcura  the  distinction  between  the  two  tense  Motioned,  the 
very  feet  thet  he  used  thew  both  strongly  implies  thst  he 
hiaself  did  not  equate  them  in  his  own  mind. 
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Tim  basic  p>robl«i  of  aodam  tiawa  which  agitacea  all 
peoples  is  the  question  of  wer  and  peace. 

Daaplte  the  peaceful  policy  of  the  co-existence  of  states 
with  different  social  atructuraa^  tdilch  the  Soviet  Union 
pursues,  the  reactionary  circles  of  the  inq>eriali8tic  states, 
not  reckoning  with  the  will  of  the  peoples,  continues  a  policy 
directed  toward  the  preparation  of  new  aggressive  wars. 

In  Che  Western  bourgeois  press,  especially  in  the  military 
press,  questions  are  discussed  connected  with  the  preparation 
of  and  the  methoda  for  unleashing  s  future  war.  In  this 
connection  basic  attention  is  devoted  to  the  problem  of  sur¬ 
prise  attack.  In  recent  years  Che  questions  of  unleashing 
’'preventiva  war"  and  the  quascion  of  dealing  pre-emptive 
blows  with  Che  mass  eaqtloyawnc  of  nuclear  weapons  have  been 
raiaed  with  increasing  frequency. 

The  theories  of  surprise  attack  and  of  lightning  and 
preventive  wars  are  not  new  in  the  iiiq}eriali8Cic  states.  They 
were  actually  employed  in  the  wars  of  the  twentieth  century. 

Ae  ie  known,  during  the  Second  World  War  Hitlerite  Germany 
and  iBipcrialisc  Japan  started  war  by  surprise  attack. 

The  appearance  of  new  kinds  of  weapons,  atomic  and 
hydrogen  bosd>s,  ballistic  and  winged  rockets,  has  resulted 
in  Che  even  wider  diaaemination  of  these  theories  in  the  West. 
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The  Idea  of  a  aurpriaa  attack  upon  the  Soviet  Union  and  the 
countries  of  the  people's  democracies  is  propagated  with 
especial  insistence  in  the  bourgeois  press  of  the  Western 
states.  Let  us  turn  to  cases. 

The  ailitary  observer  of  the  magazine  United  States  Army 
Combat  Forces  Journal,  Lloyd  Norman,  laid  down  the  principal 
theory  of  nuclear  war,  naturally  not  without  reservations, 
when  he  wrote  in  February  1934:  "We  will  be  the  first  to  deal 
a  blow;  if  necessary,  we  will  begin  war  in  order  to  fully 
enjoy  the  superiority  in  the  initiative  which  may  be  decisive 
In  atomic  war . . . . " 

The  columnist  of  the  Daily  Mirror,  Drew  Pearson,  writing 
on  the  Gaither  Coonlttee  report  said  on  December  18,  1937: 

"In  the  report  it  Is  indicated  that  the  first  attack  in 
modern  atomic  war  will  be  so  powerful  chat  Che  country  making 
Che  attack  will  probably  be  victorious.  And  inasmuch  as  the 
arms  race  is  not  in  favor  of  the  United  States,  the  conclusion 
therefore  arises:  we  cannot  afford  to  wait.  To  speak  plainly, 
this  is  preventive  war." 

Commenting  an  the  meeting  of  the  Senate  SubcoDsnlctee  on 
Military  Preparedness,  the  Scar  newspaper  reporter  Edgar  Prln 
%rrcte  in  his  January  22,  1938,  article:  "Today  the  Secretary 
of  Defense,  HcElroy,  appeared  before  a  closed  session  of  the 
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S«nat«  Siihco— Itf  on  Military  Praparednett  and  anatnirad 
qucationt  on  *prevantlve  war,*  and  on  the  new  cop  secret 
report  (a  report  prepared  for  the  Army  by  The  Johns  Hopkins 
Ihniveralty)  tfhlch  took  the  position  that  the  United  States 
should  adopt  *che  strategy  of  the  military  offensive. '  The 
Undersecretary  of  Defense,  Quarles,  appeared  together  with 
McElroy.” 

The  former  special  advisor  to  the  Navy,  the  retired 
Capt.  Pulctson,  in  a  statement  published  in  the  Mgazine 
United  States  News  and  World  Report  of  December  13,  1957, 
proposed  chat  the  Eisenhower  Government  "review  the  policy 
based  on  Che  concept  of  'a  massive  retaliatory  blow, '  and 
build  its  own  strategy  on  the  principle  of  dealing  a  pre¬ 
emptive  blow."  The  author  %n:ites:  "What  the  United  States 
SHJSt  do  is  adopt  a  policy  trhlch  Dulles  once  proposed  and  then 
discarded,  the  policy  which  permits  the  United  States  to 
select  the  time,  place,  and  means  for  dealing  a  blow." 

The  same  magasine  printed  the  statement  of  the  retired 
English  Air  Marshal  Slessor  in  which  he  did  not  exclude  the 
possibility  that  United  States  might  deal  the  first  and  pre¬ 
emptive  blow. 

There  is  no  doubt  chat  these  and  other,  similar  state¬ 
ments  inflasw  Che  war  psychosis,  poison  the  relationships 
between  states,  end  intensify  mutual  suspicion. 
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Recently  e  nuaber  of  articles  have  ap(>eared  In  the  bour¬ 
geois  press  in  which  the  authors  seek  to  show  that  the  proponent 
of  pre-emptive  blows  la,  they  say,  the  Soviet  Union.  Thus,  in 
the  January  issue  of  Foreign  Affairs,  Herbert  Dlnerateln  writes 
that  since  1955  the  strategy  uf  pre-emptive  war,  1-e.,  dealing 
the  first  blow  against  the  opponent,  has  been  officially 
adopted  in  the  Soviet  Union.  This  assertion  is  in  crying 
contradiction  to  reality  and  is  just  an  attempt  to  delude 
world  public  opinion. 

In  the  course  of  the  40-year  history  of  the  Soviet  state, 
the  CossBunist  Party  and  the  Soviet  Government  have  con¬ 
sistently  conducted  a  policy  of  peace  and  friendship  among 
peoples.  This  peace-loving  foreign  policy  arises  from  the 
very  essence  of  our  socialist  system.  There  are  no  classes 
or  groups  interested  in  war,  in  Che  aelxure  of  other  people's 
territory  in  the  Soviet  Union,  or  in  the  enalevement  of  ocher 
peoples.  The  Soviet  people  is  interested  In  a  firm  and  lasting 
peace  which  would  give  the  opportunity  to  build  a  society  where 
Che  general  %ralfare  would  be  secure,  all  peoplas  trould  flourish, 
and  there  would  be  a  lasting  peace  among  tha  nations. 

It  la  for  this  very  reason  chat  one  of  the  first  decrees 
of  the  Soviet  Government  was  the  Decree  on  Peace  adopted  on 
November  8,  1917,  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  all  tha  warring 
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p«opl«a  And  Chclr  gov«rnMint«  th«t  they  iaaedlAtely  conclod* 

A  JUlt  And  dAAOcrAtlC  pCACA. 

Aftnr  th«  GrAAt  October  SoclAllst  Revolution,  the  CocABun- 
itc  Party,  on  the  beeie  of  its  policy  of  peace,  at  first  did 
not  intend  to  create  a  atanding  anay  but  preferred  the  ailitia 
ayatee.  Only  the  aerioua  aituacion  created  aa  a  result  of  the 
aracd  attack  of  the  inperialiata  on  the  young  Soviet  republic 
forced  the  Soviet  people  to  start  to  organize  regular  armed 
forces. 

After  Che  conclusion  of  the  Civil  War,  the  Soviet  Union 
was  the  most  active  fighter  for  the  maintenance  and  extension 
of  peace  among  the  peoples,  making  concrete  proposals  for  dis- 
armaaienc  at  international  conferences  and  in  the  League  of 
Nations.  At  that  time  the  Soviet  people  vaa  alone  In  con¬ 
demning  Japanese  aggression  against  China  and  Italian  aggression 
againar  Abyssinia. 

Frocri  the  beginning  of  Hitlerite  aggression  in  Europe, 
the  Soviet  Union  resolutely  took  the  pert  of  small  countries 
and  peoples  and  vaa  also  the  Initiator  of  a  system  of 
collective  security.  Hovmver,  the  policy  of  "non-intervention" 
and  "appeasament,"  pursued  at  that  tioia  by  the  govammanta  of 
tha  Western  nations,  disrupted  the  org*  iiizatlon  of  collective 
resistance  to  the  Aggressor  and  gave  him  the  opportunity  to 
unleash  a  nev  world  war. 
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Ttw  Soviet  people,  which  in  that  war  fended  the  freedoa 
and  independence  of  it*  country,  played  a  Major  role  in  the 
liberation  of  humanity  from  the  threat  of  faacist  slavery.  In 
the  postwar  years,  the  Soviet  Union  has  continued  to  conduct  a 
firm  struggle  for  peace  and  friendship  with  all  the  great  and 
small  countries  regardless  of  their  social  and  state  structure. 

In  the  decisions  of  the  XXth  Congress  of  the  Comunlst 
Party  it  is  said:  "A  most  important  task  of  the  Soviet  Union, 
the  Socialist  countries,  and  other  peace-loving  countries  and 
the  broad  popular  masaes  of  all  countries  is  the  maintenance 
and  strengthening  of  lasting  peace  and  the  prevention  of  a 
new  war  and  naw  aggression." 

On  the  basis  of  the  Leninist  principle  of  the  peaceful 
co-existence  of  states  with  different  political  aystems,  the 
CooBunist  Party  and  the  Soviet  Government  has  always  sought 
the  relaxation  of  international  tension.  The  Soviet  Union 
has  consistently  fought  for  peace,  fought  for  the  limitation 
of  anaaoMats  and  anaed  forces.  Our  country  is  the  initiator 
of  the  proposal  for  the  prohibition  of  the  employment  of 
atomic  and  nuclear  weapons.  In  recent  years  the  Soviet  Union 
has  reduced  its  armed  forces  by  2,140,000  men. 

The  decisive  role  which  the  Soviet  Union  has  played  in 
extinguishing  the  flames  of  war  In  Korea,  Vlet-Nan,  and 
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Bi^pc^  «nd  in  tlm  prnvntitfn  o£  tti*  ngsmsslon  agalntc  Syria, 

!•  ganarally  known. 

Tha  Soviac  Union,  In  tha  Interast*  of  the  reduction  of 
intamational  tension,  has  voluntarily  renounced  its  military 
baaaa  in  othar  countrlaa.  Does  not  this  fact  alone  show  the 
falsity  of  the  assertion  that  the  U.S.S.R.  Is  preparlne  "a 
praventlve  war"?  Now  there  are  no  Soviet  bases  on  foreign 
territories.  Incidentally,  it  is  always  easier  to  start  such 
a  war  froa  bases  situated  close  to  states  which  one  is  preparing 
to  attack.  Apparently,  therefore,  the  U-S.A.  is  also  preparing 
rocket  bases  closer  to  the  Soviet  Union.  Consequently, 
see usst ions  of  the  preparation  of  "a  preventive  war"  can  be 
leveled  at  the  United  States  of  America  Itself. 

The  concrete  proposals  of  the  govcmiacnt  of  the  U.S.S.R. 
on  Che  question  of  the  ebclltlon  of  the  ettployment  of  outer 
space  for  military  purposes,  on  the  liquidation  of  foreign 
bases  on  ocher  people's  territories,  and  on  international  co¬ 
operation  in  the  sphere  of  the  study  of  outer  space  are  a  new 
step  in  tha  Soviet  policy  of  peace. 

In  an  effort  to  attain  the  greet  goal  of  sparing  mankind 
the  threat  of  atomic  war,  the  Soviet  Union  has  taken  the 
decision  to  cease  testing  ell  sorts  of  atomic  and  hydrogen 
weapons  unllsterally.  The  new  peaceful  initiative  of  the 
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U'S.S.R.  w«s  praised  by  the  peoples  of  the  tN>rld  as  a  bold  and 
noble  step  of  historical  significance,  which  testifies  to  the 
fact  that  the  Soviet  Union  is  struggling  for  the  oaintenance 
of  peace  In  deeds  and  not  in  isords.  If  the  U.S.S.R-  nurtured 
any  aggressive  intentions,  could  it  voluntarily  renounce  the 
perfection  of  nuclear  weapons?  There  cannot  be  two  opinions 
on  this  matter. 

The  Soviet  Union  has  called  upon  the  U.S.A.  and  England 
to  adopt  analagous  measures  sc  that  the  testing  of  nuclear 
weapons  should  be  ended  once  and  for  all  everywhere.  However, 
these  powers  have  refused  to  follow  the  Soviet  example.  The 
question  naturally  arises  of  why?  Is  it  not  because  the  ruling 
circles  of  these  countries  still  hope  to  settle  disputed  inter¬ 
national  questions  by  force  of  arms? 

The  Soviet  people  cannot  but  devote  attention  to  the 
report  that  the  military  conmiand  of  the  U.S.A.  has  already 
more  than  once  sent  strategic  aircraft  loaded  with  hydrogen 
bombs  in  the  direction  of  the  U.S.S.R.  It  is  not  necessary 
to  say  what  a  serious  danger  these  provocational  flights  of 
American  planes  represent  to  the  cause  of  peace. 

The  policy  of  "a  position  of  strength,"  the  policy  of 
"the  brink  of  war,"  and,  finally,  "preventive  war"  are  all 
terms  %rhlch  were  bom  not  in  the  Soviet  Union  but  in  the 


T-87 

5-12-58 

9. 


It  It  In  tht  U.S.A.  and  not  in  tht  U.S.S.R.  that  %Mr 
propaganda  eontlnuat.  and  that  callt  to  aggrattion  and  narchea 
of  conquaat  art  iaaued. 

TIm  Soviet  Italon  poaaeaaea  all  the  aK>dem  oMana  for  the 
conduct  of  war,  but  it  la  not  aeaking  war.  It  doea  everything 
to  that  peace  ahall  reign  on  earth,  and  ao  that  diaputed 
probleiM  will  be  decided  not  on  the  battlefield  but  around 
the  conference  table. 

One  evidence  of  the  peace-loving  atpirationa  of  the  Soviet 
Onion  ia  the  atruggle  for  the  speedy  sumons  of  a  aieeting  at 
the  highest  level.  At  thia  oweting  the  leadera  of  atatea  can 
exchange  oplniona  on  ways  for  the  liquidation  of  "the  cold 
war"  and  oMke  the  fine  atepa  in  the  solution  of  international 
problaatf  which  hava  becowa  ripe  and  in  the  eatabliahiaent  of  new 
healthy  relations  awong  the  paoplaa  of  all  countries. 

The  Soviet  people  think  that  this  aeeting  cannot  but 
halp  cha  accoaq>liahaent  of  such  aeasurea  as  the  abolition  of 
the  teste  of  nuclear  weapons  by  all  countries  having  such 
weapons;  the  creation  of  a  nuclaar  free  zone  in  Central 
Europe;  the  ccmcluaion  of  a  non-aggreaaion  pact  aowng  the 
participants  in  the  MATO  and  tfaraaw  pacts;  the  expansion  of 
econogalc  and  cultural  contacts ^  and  tha  cessation  of  war 
propaganda.  Tha  Mating  Bd.ght  also  consider  such  questions 
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«•  the  abolition  of  the  eaiployoent  of  outer  apace  for  tallltary 
purpose*,  the  liquidation  of  foreign  oilltary  base*  on  other 
people's  territory,  and  the  conclusion  of  a  Ceriaan  peace  treaty, 
etc . 

The  proposal  of  the  Soviet  Union  to  suanon  a  meeting  at 
the  highest  level  has  found  warm  support  in  world  public 
opinion.  However,  Che  Western  powers  have  not  yet  expressed 
a  desire  to  speed  the  calling  of  the  conference.  And  this 
fact  shows  who  is  for  the  peaceful  solution  of  disputed 
questions  and  who  is  against  It. 

As  history  shows,  the  Soviet  Union  ha*  more  than  once 
suffered  aggressive  attacks  and  has  been  forced  to  conduct 
hard  and  bloody  wars  In  order  to  defend  its  independence  aa 
a  state.  The  study  of  the  experience  of  the  initial  period 
of  Che  Great  Fatherland  War  could  not  but  direct  the  attention 
of  military  thinking  to  the  significance  of  the  factor  of 
surprise  in  modem  wars.  It  became  patently  obvious  that  the 
surprise  stteck  of  the  German  fascist  troops  pemitted  them 
temporarily  to  seize  the  strategic  initiative  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  war. 

The  appearance  of  nuclear  weapons  and  the  possibility 
for  their  ows*  employment  against  troops  and  targsta  In  the 
rear  produced  different  opinions  on  the  significance  of 
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aurprlt*  attack  in  a  future  war  and  on  the  nieesures  for 
oppoeing  such  sn  attack.  This  prompted  some  military  authors 
to  engage  in  an  investigation  of  the  significance  of  the  factor 
of  surprise  in  aodem  war.  And  the  theoretical  stateaeuts  in 
the  press  of  individual  authors  on  neasures  to  frustrate  an 
aggressor's  surprise  sttsck  were  interpreted  in  the  Western 
press  as  a  suasoons  to  pre-emptive  war. 

The  Soviet  Union  was  never  the  first  to  start  a  war  and 
has  only  taken  up  arms  to  defend  itself  in  all  cases  vhen  it 
Itself  had  suffered  the  attack  of  the  enemy. 

The  ideas  of  "preventive  war,"  and  the  dealing  of  a  pre- 
eaiptlve  blow  as  a  means  of  attack  and  of  unleashing  war,  are 
incompatible  with  the  peaceful  policy  of  the  Soviet  state, 
and  are  Incompatible  with  socialist  Ideology.  These  ideas 
do  not  correspond  to  the  interests  of  the  Soviet  people  who 
are  building  communism. 

The  Soviet  Union  is  for  the  establishment  of  relations 
among  states  on  the  basis  of  peaceful  co-existence.  Moreover, 
occupied  as  they  are  in  peaceful  creative  toil,  the  Soviet 
people  cannot  forget  that  Imperialistic  countries  still 
exist  whose  ruling  circles  have  not  given  up  hopes  for  the 
annihilation  of  the  socialist  states.  Tnis  forces  the  Soviet 
Union  to  strengthen  its  defensive  capability  in  every  way  and 


constantly  to  auiintaln  the  armed  forces  in  full  fighting 
readiness  to  repel  the  attack  of  the  imperialist  aj^ressors 
at  any  noment.  The  resolution  of  this  task  so  vitally  impor¬ 
tant  for  our  people  always  has  been  and  always  will  be  the 
special  concern  of  the  Coonunlst  Perty  and  the  Soviet  Government. 

The  interests  of  defense  of  the  socialist  fatherland  de¬ 
mand  an  Intense  struggle  for  the  execution  of  the  decisions 
of  the  historic  XXth  Congress  of  the  Connunlst  Party  of  the 
Soviet  Union  to  maintain  the  defense  of  the  rociallat  state 
on  the  level  of  contemporary  military  technology  end  science, 
constantly  to  perfect  Che  military  trainingj  to  improve 
political  party  work  In  the  Arry,  Air  Force,  and  Navy,  and 
vigilantly  to  guard  the  peaceful  toll  of  the  Soviet  people 
and  the  great  attaininents  of  Socialism. 

In  their  propaganda  attacks  against  socialist  countries, 
the  imperialist  circles  and  their  agents  direct  their  main 
efforts  against  the  Soviet  Union.  They  always  seek  to  dis¬ 
credit  the  U.S.S.R.  and  try  to  accuse  her  of  aggressive 
intentions . 

But  the  Soviet  Union  has  never  threatened  anyone  with 
an  attack,  "preventive  war  ,"  or  dealing  a  pre-emptive  blow. 
Always,  beginning  with  the  first  days  of  the  existence  of  the 
Soviet  Union,  the  leaders  of  the  Communist  Perty  and  of  our 
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•tut*  h«v«  Mid  that.  In  tha  went  of  an  attack  upon  ut,  an 
ijBMHllata  ratallatory  blow  will  b«  dealt  to  the  aggressor. 

Naturally,  the  idea  of  dealing  a  retaliatory  blow  does 
not  aaao  conducting  only  defensive  actions.  If  any  aggressor 
triad  to  sake  an  attack  upon  us.  the  Soviet  armed  forces  would 
conduct  tha  most  resolute  aggressive  action  against  hia. 

The  great  Lenin,  foreseeing  the  poesibility  of  an  armed 
attack  agalnat  our  country,  showed  that  given  constant  danger 
of  war  for  us  froa  %K>rld  capitalism  it  was  Impossible  to  say 
that  we  %rould  only  defend  ouraelves.  "If  ve,"  he  said,  "in 
the  face  of  the  constant  and  actively  hostile  forces  should 
give  the  promise  thet  they  propose  thet  we  would  never  have 
recourse  to  certein  actions  which  in  the  military  strategic 
sensa  could  be  considered  offensive,  then  we  would  not  only 
be  fools  but  criminals  tco." 

In  the  years  of  the  foreign  nil i tar y  intervention  and 
Che  Civil  Wer  of  1918-1920,  es  if.  the  recent  war  with  German 
fascism,  the  Soviet  people  gained  v.  cory  In  the  last  ana¬ 
lysis  as  the  result  of  the  conduct  cf  resolute  offensive 
action  against  the  aggressive  forces  which  had  attacked  our 
Motherland. 

The  events  of  recent  times  show  that  the  reactionary 
circles  of  the  U.S.A.,  England,  and  soom  other  laq>erlalistic 


T-87 

5-12-58 

14. 

countries  continue  Che  policy  of  the  ems  race,  hatch  plans 
for  an  attack  on  the  U>S.S.R.  and  other  govemnents  of  the 
Socialiat  cetsp,  and  do  not  even  stop  at  propagandielng 
"preventive  war." 

In  response  to  this  the  Soviet  armed  forcea  must  constantly 
improve  their  military  readinesa  so  that  at  any  moment  they 
can  not  only  repel  an  aggressor's  surprise  attack  against  our 
country,  but  can  lonediacely  deal  him  a  retaliatory  blow  of 
the  kind  that  will  once  and  for  all  put  an  end  to  any  and 
all  attempts  to  disturb  by  armed  force  the  ordained  move¬ 
ment  of  the  Soviet  people  to  comuniaa. 


